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WORLD,

en @l ceno . .
del cocodrilo i assail you
una lagrima and

rompe el sileacio question seriOusly
. all that you esnouse

/ the way of civil rights
ki and
other power projections

3

for

i know that the peOple

' will nevér know ts
what it is

that they must know

in order . L

' _ | to not only survive-you
‘ but to liVeeos

ta, |

- : ~+ | world,

you come into the barrxo

(ghetto)

| and promulgate )

means of better .

capitulation =~ ¢
from’those you oppress...

and i:know
that you shall ever
o fear

to extend the knowledge
; that shall free uB8....

. Ricardo Sanches '
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_Why is it that "ene people will never know what it is that they
‘ must know in order not only t6 survive (the An5167 but to live.es'?
Why the “fegr to extend the knowledge that shall free us..."? This
is not only a poetic flight. Similar ;tatements about the difficulty
to know what we mus; know is found in academic writings. Thus, Mario
Barrera states: C

eeothe politics of the Chicano community can be expeoted to
revolve around both class and colonial divisions in a com-
‘plex manner whose outlines we can only dimly perceive in the

current period of confusion and redefinition.2
Based on the writings o} Miche; Foucault, in the following essay I
_contend that the difficulties ;hat we --pbete, scholars, wqrging men
and women-= encounter are based on a misunderstanding of power: what
it is, how it is exerﬁiBQA:} I will aiscuss theatwo predominant
theories of powér‘;§§ offer what should be considered highly tenta-
tive hypothesia, suggestions and methodological guiSZIinea for a dif-
. ferent, perhaps more adequate analysis of power. Next, { will discuss
the power/knowledge relationship magifested by and within Chicano
discburae ih genergl and Chicano Studies discourse in particular.
Finﬁlly, I will describe the techniques and mechanisms through which
Chicano discourse is robbed of its power, that is, its influence on
public policye. M;y the following words serve, if for nothing else

as '"una ldkrima que rompe el silencio en el ceno del cocodrilo (a

tear that breaks the silence in the heart of the crocodile)",




There are two major systems of approach to the analysia of power;

; both of these share a common point of what*may be called an ecocoqiggﬂ
in the thcor;‘of pover.u First, thcre is the juridical-liberal con-

\ ception ot power according to which power 15 taken to be a right vhich
one ia able to possess like a cOmmodity, and whxch one can tranefer or
alienate, either wholly or partly, through a legal act ‘or through some
act that establishes a right, such a contract. Power is thal concrete
power which every individual holds, and whose partial or tota; cession
enables political power or sovereigﬁt;\to)oe established. This theo-
retical construction is essentially based on the idea that the consti-
tution of political power obeys a madel of a legdl tranaactioa involv=
ing a contractual type of exchange. The other approach, the general
Marxist conception, sees power in terms of the role it plays in the
simultaneous maintenance of the relations of production and of a class
domination ‘which the development and specific forms of the forces of
production have rendered possible. On this“viev, the historical Jjusti=-
fication of political power is to be found in the economy.

We need to ask the following questions from these analyses of power:
Hitﬁ respect to the juridico-libcralz «Is power modeled upon the com-
_moditp? is it possessed, acquired, ceded through force or contract that
one alienates or recovers, that circulates or voids in this or that
level? “ith rccpect to the Marxist conception$ Is power always in a
aubordinatc poaition? Is its csachtial end purpose to serve the econo-
my? Is it destined to realize, conaofidatc, maintain and reproduce the
relations approptate to the economy and essential to its functioning?

Even if we allow that.it is the case that the relationmns of power




repaid_pcofoundly enmeshed in economic rélations and participate with
them in a common ctrcuit, what meaos(nrq available to us today of we
want“a noo-oconomic analysis of power? Ve oan begio with the assert-
ion that pover id neither given, nor exchanged, nor recoVered, but ~
rather exercioed, and that it only exists in action. becondly, powvwer

iP not‘primarily the maintenance a;d reproduction of economic relattono
but abovo all a relation of force. The questions to be posed then

would be these: If power is exercised, what sort of exercise does it .-
involve? In what does it consist? What is its mechaniem?} The im-
mediate answer by many contemporary analyeea is that power is essential-
ly that which represses. Power reprpasea nature, the instinct, a claaa,
jpdividuals. So should not the analysis of power be the analysis of

the mechanisms of repression? Another answer is that if power is the
way in which relations of force are put into effect and given concrete “i
expression, it should be analyzed in terms of struggle, confligt and
vare.

In these terms, let us compare the two major analyses of power.

In the firat place there is the old system found in the philosophes

of the eighteenth centurys This approach is based on the conception
of power as aoxgriginal right that is given up in the establishment
of sovereignty, ani the contract as a broker of political power. A
pover so conatitnted risks becoming oppression whenever it goes beyond
the contract. Thus, we have contract-power, with oppression ao its .
limit, or rather as the tranagrdasion of this limit. On the othor
side, we have an approach that no longer triea to.analyzeypolitical

power according to the schema of contract-oppression but in accordance




vith that of war-repression. On this view, repression no longer oc=-

cupies the place of pppréaaion in relation to the contract; it is mot

abuse but the mere effe¥® and continuation of a rélation of dominatiom.,

Repression is none other than the play of a continuous relationship

of force -fvarfare under the illusion of peace.

This notion of repression,‘however, se=ms inadequate for captur-

ing precisely the productiie aspects o;’puve:. In“defining the effects
of power with a law which says no, power is taken‘gbove all as car-
L]

rying the force of prohibition. If power were never anything but
repregaivo. if it ne;er did anything but ;ay no, would anyone be
brought to obey it? What makes gower hold good, what makes it ac-
cepted, is simply the-fact_}hgt it does not only weigh on us as a
force that says no, but thatlit traverses and produéea.thinga. it
induces pleasure, forms of knowledge, produces diacoureea.5 But
" there is a historical reason for the acceptance of the analysis of
power in terms of repression --power as mere limitation of liberty.

The mofe or less centralizing monarchies that appeared durin&
the Middle Ages brought a measure of order and peace to the mass of
warring forces that preceded them, by a system of delimited territory
a;d hierarchized authoritye. That authority was embodied in the -
sovereign and hi; lawv. Froam the Middle Ages the exer;iae of power
haa:alvuya been formulated in terms of law. Of courae,\thgre are
times such as aevehtégnth-century England or late eighteenézrcentury
irance when ménarehicallauthority was id;ntified with arbitrary role,

vith the exercise of power above the lawe. But despite attempts to

free law from monarchical rule and politics from the juridical, the




representation of power is still caught up in this system, What-

" aver criticism the eighteenth-century juriete made of monarchy in the

nane of the law, they never questioned the principle that pover must 4

¥

be formulated in terms of law and exercised within the Inv -—a prin-
ciple thet had been established vith the monarchy. The nineteenth
century sad a more radical critique of political institutions; not
only did real power operate ;uteide the role of law, but the legal
system iteelf was a form of violence, a weapon to be used to reinforce
politicalv and economic inequalities. But even this critiqne vas
based on the postulate that péwer should be exercised according to a
; fundamentel right., Despite differences of objective from one pe-
ried tovanother. the representation of power -has remained heunted by
monarchye In political thought and analysis wg have still not cut
off the head of the King._,ﬂence, the importanee still given, in the
theory of power, to the pnobleme of right and violence, law and il-
legality, will and liberty and, above ell. the state and sovereignty
(even if sovereignty is no longer enbonied in the person of the so-
vereign. but in & collective being).6 |

Let us briefly pause on the question of the role of the state .
before we continue with this discussion of the two major theories of
power. To pose the problem presented by the anaxlysis of power in
terms of the atate means to continue posing itdin terme of sovereign 0

and sovereignty, that is in terms of the law, If one describes nll

phenomena of‘pover as dependent on the state machinery, this means

‘gransping them as essentially repressive: the Army as a power of death, .

police and justice as punitive inataneee, etc. This is, of courke,
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not to say that the state is not important, but that relatrions of
"\”’/pover (and the nnalyai‘.zhat aust be made of \them), necessarily extend
beyond the limite of the state. This in so in two senses: first, be-
mcnuao the State for all the might of its appnratnnoa, is far from being
able to occupy the whole field of“nctunl pover ;elationn, ano secondly
because the State can only operate on the basis of@otnor already exist-
ing relationn.? Thus, after reviewing"soverni theories of thegstnte
and the terms of their applicability to the Chicano experience,
Barrera states:
The Hnrxint stJ:ctur ist perspective appears nuperior in that
i1t better accounts hé imperfect controf”of the state by the
dominant class, on the basis that this c%ntrol is primarily
. ° ,exercised indfroctly through the structure of the gtate rather
than through direot control.8 | |
And he expresses his f;ustration (pernapa unwittingly) for the in-
adequacy of the existing analyses: N
eeathe most nntiufactory formulation é_x'bo one that sees the
most particular interests of capitnlinte satisfied through the
- - interest group process and through placement of their own monbern{
in state positions, while the general interests of capitalists
as a class are attended to through the mechanisms atrenned by

5truoturnliata.9(my etiphasis)

We conclude that current difficulties in the analysis of power
arine because from me&ievnl times onward, the essential role of Right -
(the laws and the comnlex of machineries, institutions and regulations

@

- responsible far their application) was to fix the legitimacy of powfr.




' That is to say that the essential function of the discourses and

tochniquee of Right haa been to erase the domination intrinsic to power
and to present power under two different aspects: l)aa the legitimnte

righte of the sovereigm, and 2)as the legal obligation to obey it.10

Thus, power becomes legitimized to the same extent that it becomes

less visible, to the extent that it hecomes codified in terms of the
, N N

Lﬂ;' ' D
qnder these ciroumstancoa, we must escape from the limited field
of jnridioal aovereignty and State institution and instead base our

analysis of power on the study of the techniques and tactios of domi=-

: natione We must ‘show how Right is the instrument. of domination, of

course, but most importantly, we need to show the extontwto which and
the forms in which Right transmits relations that aro not.relations of
aoveroignty bnt of dominatione. By donination is meant not the way in‘
which it is exercised by one individual over.another or one group ov?r
another, but the manifold forms of domination 8xénoiaed yithin eociety.
One must focus on the fact:of domination to expose its latent nature
and itaabrutality. More specifically, an analysis of power along these

general lines would include the following nethodologiggl guidelinee:ll

l. The focus ia‘not on the regulated and legitimate forms of qfver in
their central location with the general mechaniams through which they
operate andNth; contfnual effects of theso. The focus is on power

at its extremities, in its more regional and local forms and institu-
tions; the nain concenn ia the point where power surmounts the rules
of Right which delimit it and extends itmelf beyond then; invests it-
self in institutions, becomes embodied in techniques and equips itself

[}

8

. B X1

r

1




“ﬁ

i

with instruments and eventually even violent means of m#terial,inter-
” vention. In other words, one sgould try to locate power at the ex-

treme points of its exercise, wﬁer;«it is less legal in character,

2. The analysis of power should not concern itself with power at the
- 1evel of conscious intention or decision; it should avoid questions

such as ?who has power and what has she or he in mind?" or "what is

the aim of someone that has powgr?" It is a case of studying power at
" the point uyero its intenfion, if 14 has one, is ofmpletely\inveated ’
in real ané effective practices. ‘What is needed is a study of‘pgwer
in its external expfeeaion, at the point where it is in direct relation-
ship withxwhat qgn provisionally be called its object, its targe;, its
field of Aéplic&iion. Let us hot, therefore, ask why certain people
want to dominate, what they seeck,what is their overall strategy. Let
ué“aak instead‘how things work at the ieyel of on-going subjugation,
at the level of those c¢ontinuous processes which subject our bodies,
govern our gestures, dictate our behavior, etce. | "
3. Power is not to be take as ﬁxphénomeﬁon of one individual's
douinafion over others or that of one group or class over ofhera.
vhat should alway; be kept on mind is that pow;r is not th;t which
makes the difference between éhoae who exclusively possess
it and retain it, and those who do not have it and

submit to it. Power mugt be‘analyfgg as something which circulatoe,f
or rather a-;aomothing‘that functions in the form of a chain. It is.
néver localiz;d here and there, never in anybody's hands, never ap-

propiated as a commodity or piece of wealth, Power is exercised

through a ne%=-=like organization. And not only individuals circulate‘

11
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—between its threads, they are always in the position of simultaneous-

1y undergoing and exeroizing this power. 'In other words, individuals
A ‘ are the vehicles of power not its point of applicétion.
4L, The important point is not to atteﬁpt some kind of deduction of
. N \v o

pover starting from its center and aimed at the discovery of the

extent to which it permeates into thg base, of the degree to which it %

reproduces itself down to the most molecular elements of society. v

ﬁ One must rather conduct an ascending analysis of power, starting from
its micro~mechanisms and t#on see how these mechaniasms of power have
been invested, colonized, util;zad,ainvolutod, ;;ngaformed,‘dilplaced,
extended, etce Anything can be deduced from the general phenomenon of
C \X" the domination of the bourgeois class. What needs to be done is quite - °

different. One nceds to inveatigato”hiatorically, and beginning from

the lowest levol, how mechanisms of pover have been able to function.
¥

He need to see hov these mechanisms of pover, at a givon moment, and

“". .

- by moannxof a certain number of transformation, have begun to b%f fr 

- " economically advantageous and politically useful. wit*i-\only/(f ve i> R
o grasp these techniques of power and demonstrate the ooononic;iev&nttgol,
* ’ \\W
and political utility that derives from this in a given contoxt, for

specific reasons, that we can understand how these mochaniama”oomo to

Y,

beé incorporat,d into the social wholee. y

5¢ It is quite poaa{blo that the majof mechanisms of ﬁbyor have been
accompanied by idoolo%ioal production; There has probsbly been, for
example, uA,ionlogy of education, mechdnisms of the mdnafchy; of
pirlia;entqry denocracy; eto.* But these cannot be said to be ideolo-
F1Cal. It is much more and much less than ideology. ;t is gho {

\)‘(' ' “ [ ao
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producfion of effective instruments I&r the formation and accumulation

. of knowledge: methoda of observaulon. techn1que‘:of reg1strat1on. pro=-

4\*
cedures for investigation and research, apparatuses of control. All

these mean that power, when it is exerclsed through these subtle
mechanisms, caﬁfot but evolve, organ1ze and put into circulation a

knovledgc{‘%r rather mechanisms of knovledge, which are not 1deolog1cal
. 4
constructs. - : v - )

.
“ t

Various investigations based on these methodological guidelines

indicate that power has undergone a transformation during the last
. ’ - A

iz K ‘

three hundred years. As long as a feudal type of society survived,
'

the problems to which the theory of sovere1gn§y was addressed were con=-

fined tg the general mechanisms of power, to gie way in which its forue ‘

of existence at the higher level of society 1nf!uenced its exercise at

P ?

the lover levels. It was a sovere1gn-subject relationshipe But in the,
seventeenth and eighteenth centuries we have the production of an im=
portant phenomenon: the invention of a new mechan1sm of power based

on highly specific procedural tcchniquoa, cOmpletely new iﬁhq;umcnga,
quite different, in fact incompatible with the relations of sovereignty

=
(See Chart I)e. This new mechanism of pover is more dependent ‘upon

-

bodies and what they do than upon the Eartly and its resources. It is
a .type of ;cver wh1ch is constantly exercised by means of surveillance
rather. than a diascontinuous manner by means ot‘p system of levies or .
obligations'diatributcd over tinc. It ﬁreauppgscu“; tightly knit grid

of material coercions father than the physical existence of a sovereign.

This new type of power, which cén no longer be formulated in terms of

" govereignty is one of the great inventions of bourgeois society; it has

L
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Chart I. Despite differences between Feudalism and Capitalism, power
is conceived in terms of sovereignty. This conception serves
to conceal the increasing invasion of procedures of normalization
jnto the domain of procedures of Law. Thus, the advance of
the social sciences is a result of this new distribution
of power, not a refinement of their scientific techniques.
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been a fundamental “instrument in the constitution of industrial capi-
talism. Th;a non-govereign power is disciplfnary power. Yet, fhe
theory of sovereignty hés continnéd‘to exist<as an ideélogy of Right,
and also to provide the organlzing princlple of the legal codes which
. Europe acquired in the nineteenth century;\ﬁeglnnlng with the Napoleonic
Code. 2 ' t s '
Let us clarify this point. The question is vwhy haé the theory
of sovereignty persieted as an ideology and organizing'principle,of
all major legal codes? There are two discernable reagpns. As noted
before, it has been a permanent instrument of criticism of the monarchy.
At the same time, however; the theory of sovereignty, and the organiza-
tiog of a leéal ‘code have allowed a s;etem of Law to be superimposed
upon the mechanisms of discipline in such a way as to conceal its
actual ;rocedures. It‘hid;e the elemeqt of domination~i§hefent in
its t;chniq;es ahd gﬁaranteee to everyone, by viréue of the sofereignty“'
of the State, the exerclse of individual rights. In other words, the
Juridical systeme have enabled sovereignty to be democratizedi through
the conetitution of a public right based?bn collective sovereignty,
while, at the same time, this democratization of sovereignty was funda-
mentally determined by, and grounded in mechanisms of disciplinary
coerciones These two limita AOfine the arena in which power is exerciegd
and also the conditions which gave rise to the eocial sciences. Uhile
it is commonly accepted that the social or human eciencea have advanced

on the basis of increasingly scientific tpchniquea, vhat we.see here

' n 1%
.is the production of disciplinary discourses.
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Hence, these two limits, a right of sovereignty and a mechanism

‘of disciplipe in which power/d;scourse is exercised. Modern society,
then, is cp;racterizod by mgnifold relations of power which pifmeate
-and constitute it, and these relations of power c;nnot themselves

be established, consolidated nor implemented without the production, .
accumulation, cir;ulation and sanctioning of a discourse. Power never
ceases its interrogation, its in;ﬁiaition, its registrainn of truth;
it institutionalizes, professionalizes and rewards its pursuit. 1In

the last analysis we Qust produce truth as we must produce wealth,

~ [}
S

indeed we must produce truth in order to'produce wealth in tﬁe first
?lace. We are also subjected to truth in the sense in which it is
_truth that makes the laws, that produces the tr;e discourse which,

at least partially decides, traﬁsmits and itself extends upon the ef-
fects of power. In the end,“we are judged, condemned, classified,
determined in our,uﬂdertakinge, destined to certain made of living

or dying, as a function of the true discourses which ar? the bearers
of the specifii effects of powere. 15 The discourse of dzsciplines has
nothing in common with that of law, rule of sovereign will. Although
the discibiihes may well be the carrier; of a discourse that speak of
gwrule,mth;a ig not thekjuridical rule derived from Bovereignty)but.
a nafufal rule, a norm. The code they come to define is not that of
Law but that of normalization. Discipline increases the forces of
the body (in economic terms of utility) and diminisgea these ;;me

- forces (in poliéical terms of obedience). It dissociates power from

the body: on one side discipline forms it into an "aptitude", a

"capacity", which it seeks to increase; on the other side, it reverses

14 16
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"the course of the energy; th; power that might resuli from it, and
turns it i#to a relation of strict subjection. If economic exploi-
tation separates thé fo}ce and the product of labof, disciplinary
coercion Qstablishea in the bo&y fhe constricting link between an
increased qpfitude ahd‘anHinéfég;ed domination. Consequently, dis-
ciplinary normalization comes into conflict with the juridicalvays-
tems of sovereignty. In other words, against the trgnsgréasion of
disciblinary‘mechanisms. against the ascent of ; power tied to scient-
ific knowledge, we find that there is no solid recourse available to

‘us today, except that which lies in the retur# to a theory of Right

V organiz;d around sovereigntyf |

We have cgme full circle in the examiﬁation of two main theories
of power, the juridico=liberal and the ‘Marxist and noted the limitations
ofwgheir conception of power. We‘discussed tﬁe historical reasogs
for their common grounding of the analysis of power in terms of .
repression/sovereignty and presented an analysis that reverses the
trajectory followed by these two theories. The methodologic;l guid;-
lines led us to‘the discovery of an exercise of power which simultane-

ously increases the forces of domination and improves the force and

_ efficacy of its techniques of domination. This is made possible by
the appearance of mechanisms of discipline concealed under a theory

} of Right. These mechanisms of power refer to disciplinary discourses .
-=the human o6r social sciences-- which,behind a constant pursuit o}
scientific truth, mask their inherent domination and begin to invade
éfhe domain of the Law. In the final analysis, knowledge is not 80 much

true or false as legitimate or illegitimate for a particular set of

17




power relationse. At this point we need to explore the relevance
of the analysis of power here presented to the Chicano experience or

rather, to Chicano discourse.

CHICANO DISCOURSE AND THE ANALYSIS OF POWER

In the previous discussion we analyzed power in terms of a
Vpolitxcal econony of truth which is characterized by five important
traite: Truth is centered on the form of scientific discourse and
ﬁhe institutions that produce it; it is subject to constant economic
and political manipulatione(for economic production as well as for

¢ political power); it is object of immense diffusion and coﬁsumption

(circulating thropgh systems of education and information); it is
produced and transmitted under the control, dominant if not excl;éive,
of a few great politicél and economic systems (university, media,
military, writing); lastly, it is the issue of a vﬁple political
debate and social congrontation (ideological atrugglea)];6 Now we
need to ask the following questions$ In a specific discourse (i.e
Chicano discourse) wvhat are the most immediate, the most local power
relations at voak? How did they make possible these type of dis- J
courses and converaely. how were these diacoursea used to support power
relations? How is the action of these power relationa modified by their
very exercise? and finally, How are these power relations linked to
one another according to the logic of a great strategy?

A clue to the direction that must be followed is provided by

Edward W, Said in his study of Oriental Studies -=Oriefitalism-- which

is based, with minor modifications, on the analysis of discourse.




Orientalism can be diaéussed and analyzed as the corporate insti-
tution for dealing with the Orient --dealing with it by making
atateno?ta gbdut“it, authorizing views of it, describing it, by
teaching it, settling it, ruling over it; in short, Orientaliss
as a Western style for dominating, restructuring, and having
authority over the Oriegt. My contentionEigwthat without exam-
ining Orientalism as a discourse one cannot possibly understand
the“enourmoualy systematic discipline by which European culture-
was ;blohto manage --and even produce-- the Orient politically,
‘aocioloéicllly, militarily, ideologically, scientifically, and

" imaginatively during the post-Enlightenment period. Moreover,

so authoritative a ppsition did Orientalism have that I believe
no one writing, thinking or acting on the Orient could do so with-
out ‘taking into account of the limitations on thought and action
imposed by Orientalism. In brief, because of Orientalism the
Orient was not (and is not) a free subject of thought or action.
This is not to say that Orientalism unilaterally determines what
can be said about the Orient, but that it is the whole network of
interests inevitably brought to bear on (and therefore always
involved in) ani7occaaionwhen that peculiar entity "the Orient"

is in question.

Here is, then, an ethnic studies discourse, Orietal Studies, which ex-
pr;a-oe the relations of domination between East and West. Is there
also a Chicano Studies discourse that plays a a%?ilar role with respegt
to the power relations between Anglos and Chica&%ﬁ? To be sure, there

is a stereotyped image of the Chicano present in literature, social
science, movies, education, television, nevapapdrig magazinee, textbooks,
and many other systems of information, an image, moreover, that has

been traced to the sixteenth contury.l8 In the early twentieth century
we find an academic discipline, sociology, which played a eimilhr role:

{4t too defined Chicanos in terms of a”Traditipnal Culture, as a people
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who were not free subjects of thought or action.19 Similarly.“Americo~

Paredes in his search for the folklore of the Anglo Texan fiﬁda instead

vhat he-calls "the Texas Logond" which he attempts to categorize as

either folklore, fact or "something elae."zo Echoing the statements
that have operated since the sixteenth century, the Texas Legend basical=-
ly states that "the Mexican is cruel by nature...cowardly and treacher-
ous...as degenerate a specimen of humanity as found anyvhere‘.he des-
cends from the Spaniards, a second rate type of European; and from the
equally substandard Indian of Mexico...and the Hefi?én has alvayq re=
cogniged the Texan as his auperior:"z1 Paredéa is puzzled to find thi;
legend not in cowboy ballads, the play-party songs or the;golktalea of
~ the people of Texas. Paredes concludes that this legend is pseudo-
folklofe which, disguised as fact, still plays a major role in .Texas
(ve“might say Chicano) historye. Yet, émplicit in this conclusion we
see the relation of the legend to two sources of power where the legend
appears; that iag"tho written works of the literary" (where power/
kndvledgd“ia exorciaod)_and "among & class of rootless adventurers who
" have uaod’the”logend f;r their own purposes"(where raw, phyaical!pover

is exercised). This illustrates the contention that power is tolerable

only on the condition that it mask a subatantial part of itself; its
success 15 propo}tional to its ability to conceal itself. o
But stereotypes, academic disciplines, legends or pseudo-
folklore disguised as fact, do not quite fit the role of a "corporate
‘ihatitution that manages or produces Chicanos politically, a;ciologi-

"cally and imaginatively" that Said finds in Orientalisa. Yet, we know

‘////‘ &\, that such hegemonic pover/knowledge, sush discourse exists because

18 :
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we live under it, struggle against it, enalyze‘it. and write about it. -

How can such a discourse go.not so much undetected as unnamed in its

*

totality? This is no mystery, hovevef? but the expression of the power
relationship betveen Chicano and Anglo;. Thus, this Chicano discourse
has an equally eluagve object of etudy, namely, the Chicano as "a for-
gotten people", "a iinority nobody knows", and "the invisible minority".
Or, once "discovered" Chicanos are defined as Latznoa, Mexican Anmericans,
Spanish Americans, and so many other names that no single definition
is possible. This highly dif:ueed_dieoour&g that appears as stereotypes,
social science, legends, peepdo-folklore disguiged as fact, is in effect
a politicized science of Chicanos, a logos that givee statements about
Chicanos the status of truth, a Chicanologi thaﬁ eervee as & fundementel
tool of domination. Paraphrasing Said, we can say'that Chicanology is
the whole network of interests inevitably brought to bear on any occa=
sion that that peculiar entity "the Chicano" is in question, that .no one
writing, thinking or acting on the Chiceno can do so without taking into
account the limitations on thought and action inpoeed by Chicanology.

It is precisely the expression of power intrinsic to Chicanology

that engenders a Chicano discourse, understood poetically as "that which

we must know in order to survive," a knowledge, more specifically,which

!

. in the politics of truth of Anglo Agperica is never allowed the status

of truth. Without the status of truth, Chicano discourse cannot invest
its statements on decisions, institutions and practices, that is to

say, itnhae no access to,nor impact on publie policys it is a subjugated
knowledge. A subjugated knowledge is defined as the historical contents

that have been buried and disguised in a functionalist coherence or
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formal system. Secondly, it is the whole set of knowledges that have

been disqualified as inadequate or insufficiently élaborgted. It is

* popular knowledge, though not common sense; it is a particular, local,

regional knovledge. a heterogeneouplknovledge incapable of unanimity
dnd‘vhich\ovee its forco only to the harshness with which it is op-
posed by everything surrounding ;:222 Suqugated knowlddges are -con=
cerned with a historical gnovledge of struggles., Thus, in the special-
ized areas of erudition as in the disqualified, pOpul;r knowledg; wé |
find the memory of hostile encounterulvhich even up to this day have
been confined to the margins of knowledge. In fhe:cop@gxt of a powver
relationship between Chicanology as a diaéourae of dominance and Chicano
discourse as a subjugated knowledge we can see the conditions for the
appearance og Chicano Studies as we commonly understand the terms Chica-
no Studies is a specific form of strugglé, a praxis within Chicano
discourse which stands in antithetical position with respect to Chica-
nologye In effect, the claim that Cﬁicano Studies is an ‘academic dis=-
cipline (that it is based on a logical structure and that tﬁg;;fore
its propositions are the outcomes of verifiable procedures) is really
the attempt to invest it with the effects of power which have been at-
tributed to sciénco since Medieval timea.z3 The important point is
that this is not a battle "on behalf" of truth but a struggle "about
the status of truth” and the economic and poiiticul‘role it plays.
Until this is clearly underutéod. there is the possibility that Chicano
Studie;hpay be appropiated by Chicanology.

We have defined:cﬁicanology as an elusive yet systematic hegemonic

N\
discourse that expresses and actualizes Anglo domination over Chicanos}
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Chicano discourse as a diffuse, eubjugated knowledge resulting fron

the struggle, the resistance against Anglo power, and Chicano studies
as a specific ‘discursive practice within Chicano discourse which at-
tempts to acquire power by olaiodng academic validity. Several
questions remain, However, regarding the content of Chicano discourse
and the techniques by which Chicano dlacouree is dominated.

CHICANO ‘'DISCOURSE AND PROCEDURES OF CONTROL

We stated that Ghicano discourse, as a subjugated knowledge, owes
its power precisely to the harshness with which it is opposed by everye "
thing that surrounds it. ‘A popudar etatement of this power can be )
helpful to‘olarify the scope and configuration specific to Chicano dis-
course and also to define the proceduree by which Chicano discourse is
dowinated%b In April 13, 1972, Ricardo Chavez Ortiz, a Mexican national,
sky jacked a Frontier Airlines plane with an unloaded gun. According

to the Los Angeles Times, his request was "live oroadcaet time in

which to voice the frustrations of a man wK% feared. the world would

not listen to his problems, and those of his people, under any other

circumatanoee."25 Addressing himself to Anglo Americans,” he stated:

I have felt an obligation to do this bad deed but not only for
the situation of my family bute..it is muoh more delicate and
dangerous for the new generation than you can imagine...I (told)
myself: ask for what you need and make them realize that we are
also the children of Gode..I wanted to attract the attention
of everyone in this nation and to say to everyone once and for
all, vhat type of human beings we are...What I need to say to
you and that you need to pay very close attention to (is thnt)

21
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on the’ﬁgig ve fre following, -there aretgoing to.come very dise
astrous and terrible days...All you do is let the days go by and
maybe tomorrow, maybe the next day, thegg will be a chance, there.
will be a new governor or a new president, yakkity, yakkity...

Don't always think about your good clothes and ha;ing enough to
eat and your good friends...The Americans (Anglos) go and send
rockets to the moon. Yes, go ahead and do;ﬂ@gﬁbver‘you“want to

ep.vhile we become rebellious... s :

- All I want is for Mexicans to know that this is Mexican land and
alvays vill be...This land that we are vorkzng on was a divine

— gifteee I vould not admit to any son of, a bitch that my nation is

for sale or in servitude...

-

g I was held in captivity for tyo.;eara and all'I had was the right
to search_through garbage can;’f;r SOmeéhing to eat. I also

| worked for. two years without being paid one ainng cent..o Where
was justice at that time? Where were the authorities?...

4

I have a groai\fear of going out into the streets because
I am afraid that at any moment a policeman willl take his pistol
and BhOdt ﬂ.o..z C

Thus, in thirty-five minutes of air time, boughtrﬁith thewviolatioﬁ of
a federal lawv, Chaver Ortiz revealed to the vorld the harshness that
surrounds Chicano discourse. This collection of obsérv;tion and acousa-
tions, howvever, are not only the "frustrations of a man'" or an exnmplo
'bf individual alienation; it is tpat and much more. These, we might
say prbhouncenonta, indicate the regﬁlnfity«of the basic statements of
. chicano discourse that have been in operation since the United Siatol
invaded the Southwests l)an assertion of the basic humanity of the Chir

cnﬁo with reference to god, 2)Anglo indifference to social justice and
1
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‘ eaphasis on mater1aliam. 3)empt political\kfamiuea, h)the land grab,
5)a nationalistic attitude. 6)the\impoaition ‘of a colonial labor aya-‘
§°“o 7)polioe brutality and the desperate nied to disseminate the know-

ledge about the living conditions of Chicqnoa. 0f course, it is not
so much a matter of knowledge, the tﬁ:ﬁp/is known, it just is not.given

any political status. At any rate, Eheae same basic statements appear

\

at different levels and at different times, more clearly delimited and
lbcalized. depending on the specific relations of power at a given time.
Q(See Chart II) Needless to =ay, aé it §s in the case under. ‘disoussion,
the statements of Chicano discourse, no matter their level ot artionla-
tion, appear under the implicit or explicit threat, or actual prace-

tice of yiolence.

&

Thore is another geries of statementa made by Chavez Ortiz that
1ndicate, eithor by what they oppoae or by what they assert, prooa?uroa
for the control of Chicano discourse.

I could very easily force this plé;e to go to ﬂexico and I could
have demanded three or four million dollars...and I assure you (

. that I vould have been able to avoidee\pture there...I am a pretty
smart person. And I know how to use my intelligence so0 I can

get along well with my famii;ﬂ

You are the ones that make the laws and elect the governments.

Well what are you dging;“vhat kind of governments .are you electing?
What kind of aooiotj are you making?...f‘v;nt;.,a clean society,
not a filthy traitorous society 1ike the one we are presently
living in...If that is what the laws are like, then the laws are
for the protection of the cgpitalista or, in other vorda, to

protect the govorpment. ]
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There is a Mrs. Bafiuelos, another proud\lkoduct of the society of
which we are talking (U.Se Treasurer)...She has trenpled on a lot

, of people and beoause of this she is a son of a bitch;e.only very

. capable people endrgood hearted with good <intentionse...have the
right to obtain positions like these... ‘

»

-~

The children that I have...have attended school for many years
and they know absolutely noth:.ng...27

»

“

This eeriee of statements also belong to the discursive regulnrnty of
Chicano discourse; it refers to po1nte of struggle betveen Chicanology
and chicano d1ecouree. 1) the que5t1on of 1ntell1gence, Z)the ambiguous
neture of the lav as appl1ed to Chicanoe. 3)the status. given to speakers of
Ch1cano d1scourse ‘==oOr Ch1oanology, and.k)educational instltutmons and
processes, ps epecific/éo1nte ‘where power 15 exerc1sed, these state=
nents indlcate the tec iques, mechanism;%and procedures by wh1ch Chi-
canology selects, organizee, and redietributes Chicano discourse in
order to deflect its power, to neutralize its impact on public pol:lcy.28
The']aet pnrt of this essay will describe these specific mechanisms of
domination, but before doing so, it ie important to note how the slgy-
jncking eventaended. Chavez Ortiz' only log1ca1 defense was, to the
chagrin of his‘ke\u'pporte‘rc, based on "d:n.m.nished capacity", not being
"nentally competent and criminally respone1ble" He vae convicted on
charges of air piracy, given a life sentence and released in l978 23

The most obvious form of exclusion is prohib;tion. Throughout

Chicano h1etory we find nany exe?plee. There is the prohibition to

- speak Spanish under penalty of bodily pun1shment or suapens1on from -

L4

school' in the late nineteenth century it was'prohibited in some parts,

25
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" to sing corridos about Chicano b}ndidéa; the pracfice of red-baiting
was.-in effect a prohibition\against spéaking up ior better wages and
vorking conditions and it caused the demise of unions such as the.
Cannery and Agricultural Workers Industrial Union (CAWUI) and organi-

zations 11ke the Congreso de Habla Espafiola during the 1930's; certain-

ly Rlcardo Flores Hagon felt the effects of prohibition around the
turn of the centuryzﬁhe vas 1ncarcerated nine times for speaking or
vriting radical polxtlcal doctrines.

There is a somewhat more subtle technique of 1nterv§;tlon in the
coptrol of discourse and that is based on the contrast between Reason
(usually on the side of tﬁe dominant power) and Insanity (usually on
the side of those who are subjugated). Thus, Chicanos have not only
been overrepresented in mentally retarded classes, but the1r culturai
characteristics have been categorxzed as deviancye. A revea11ng éxample

of this practlce is the statement made by the Texaa hlstorlan Walter

Preacott Webb in reference to the Plan de San Dxego of 1915, Webb does

not bel1eve that Mexicans wrote the plln becanse "...the disturbances

[N

had behind them a purpose, an 1ntelllgenco greater than that of the

"3

P
band1t leader or of his xgnorant followers. Similarly, Commodore

Sloat, who took over Monterey Port ip 1846, conld not understand why

/—Q:ii’”?s were planning to rise against him.

Truly this procedure is more that of insane people thﬁn of

~ persons in their right minds, because if they had common seunse
they would understand that I am too strong to allow myself to
be forced to give up what I have acquire“d.31 ’

’
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At a d;fforent lovel, in Anor;can fiction, thero are numerous Mexican
l ‘\\\—-

characters who suddenly and inexplicahly, go temporarily crazy. One
thinks for example of "Spanish Johnny" in Willa Cather's The Song of
the Lerk and Danny in Steinback's Tortilla Flat,’® In tnis light ve
can better understand Chavezs Ortiz' assertion of his inteiligence.

o

But there is an even more insidious technique to deny validity,

. " that is the status of truth, to a given statement or disconroe, namely,

the contrast between Truth ond Falao.B%\ As noted several times bew

{

fore,the -types of statements which are accepted as true; the mecha~

hiamo which enable one to distinguish true and false statements, the

. techniques and procedures that are considered valuable for the ac-

quisition of truth and the status of those charged with saying what
counts as true, all these eloments are subjected to a .politics of truth
o; what ve“tormtahioanology. Chicano history reveals the manipulation
of the Lav; the established truth, to bénefit specific interests and
to deny Chicanos their discourso. ‘The liet is endless but it includes:

the violation of the Treaty of Guadalupe Hidadgo, the blurring of what .

\ ia jnstico and injuatice in the second half of/ the nineteenth oentury,

the exclusion of Chicanos from labor unions and schools, :. the
manipulation of immigration laws, deportatioms, the zoot=-suit riots,
and today the charges of "reverse discrimination”.

Even in academic disciplines we find procedures of control in

R

u

the froduotion of truth. Disciplines allov us to build a discourse
but vithin a narrov frémovork; they are defined by groups of objects
of study, methods, a body of propositions considered to be true (the

literature), the interplay of rules and definitions, of techniques -and
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tools.. In ordgr‘to speak the truth within a discipline, one must obey
the rules of some discursive policy that takes the form of a perm;nent
‘relctivation of a set of rulea. It is precisely th; resistance to
theue rules and regulations that gives rise to a Chicano Studies
‘discipline. The first generation of Chicanos~who entered academia
found that history, political seience, sociology and other aéadeﬁic
disciplines were sénehov detrimental in their search for’that know=
ledge "that we need in order to survive". Through the establishment
of a “hicano 3tudies these aéholara hoped to validate their discourse
‘but this valicity was contained by .. restrictions in terms of ma=-
teriai supporte Chicano professors were denied tenure, Chicano studies
courses were not required. programs were fund;d with "soft" monies,
journala would not publish articles or boocks by Chicanos. and many that
35

were published. soon were out 'of print. There are, of course,

exceptiona. but the rule is that "what we need to know in order to
survive", that slippery tru::‘ esperately sought in ‘hundreds of dis-
sertations, studies and réae ch projects has been rendered ineffective
| in terms of its impact on pullie policy. A
In addition to these procedures of excluaion of Chicano discourse,

there are various methods to limit the number of individuals who are
ygiven the charge of speaking the truth. One of this methods is the
ertlbliahment of the status of the speaking individual through 1)the
;critoria of competence, 2)systems of differentiation and relation ;ith

other individuals or groups with the same status, 3)the function of

this status in relation to saciety in general and the Chicano community

28
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iu/$articular. 4) the institutional sites that lend legitimacy to

tgeir statements and, 5) the various positions occupied by the

speaking incividual in the information netvorke; This ‘allocation of&

speaking individu&ie'conee under the influence of the politics of

truth, thue.Ave‘find ourselves iuhe very uncomfortable ooaition:vhen

we realize that our demand for more Chicanos in‘poeitions+of authority

has not been realized in termc of the'ucquiciton of power. Rudy

,Acuﬁa refers to this development as the rise of the Chicano bureaucrats,

_a system of pover brokere vhich function an agenta of socisal contro]..36

And tﬁié ia-precioely wvhat Chavez Ortiz denounced in very harsh terms.
A rather different function is performed By fellowships of dis-

course, whose role is to preserve or to reproduce discourse, but in

order that it should circulate within a closed community, according
‘to etrict regulations. without those in poseeeeiou being dispossessed
by this very distribution. For example, the Anglo Texans 'in 1832 and
1835, borrovingha technique from their revolutionary forefathers,
forled municipal committees of eefety and correeponden&e. Theae

' committeee, vhioh brought citizens toéether ocutside of legal channels,
became envimportant vehicle for briuging on the declaration of inde=
pendence of Texne.37 Chicano orgenizatione such as mutualistas and
groupe such as ‘the Penitentee also fall in this cntegory.38 It may
even be that the act of writing as it is institutionalized today,
with its books, its pudblishing system end»the personality of the

writer, occurs within a diffuse, yet constraining fellowship of dise=-

course, But there are many others, functioning .according to entirely

29 |
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different schemes of exclusivity and diaclosure. One has 6n1y to

think of the forms of diffusion and circulation of technical and
aoiontific secrets, medical discoursekand political and ecogomic
statements.
At first ;ight doctrine (relig;oua? political, philosophical) -
would seem to be the reverse of a fellowship of discourse; for among
| the latter, the number of speakers were, if .not fixed, at least lie
mited, and it was among this number that discourse wvas allowed to
circulate and be transmitted. Doctrine.fon the other hand, tends to
diffuaion: it is the holding in common of a diacourse”o; which in=-
dividuale,k;a ﬁany as possible, can define their reciprocal allegiance.
In appearance, the only requisite is the reqognition of the same truths
and the acceptance of a rule of conformity with these truths. If it
were a queétion of just that, doctrines would be barely different from
scientific or academic disciplines and the control of discourse would
bear only on the form or content gf‘whgt was said. But doctrines in=-
volve both the speaker and the spoken. Doctrines in;olverthb statements
of speakers in the sense that doctrinoia,ﬂpérmanonfly. the instrument
and the manifestation of an adherence to a olass, to a socialoor”
~ racial status, to a nationality or an interest, to a struggle, a
revolf. resistance or acceptance. In short, doctrine links individuals
to a certain type of statements while consequently barring them from
“all othersy it brings ubon% a dual subjection, that of speaking indi=-
viduals to discourse a£¢ that of discourse to the group of individual
apoaizrs. nThe restriotion imposed by doctrine is illustrated by Jose

Antonio Villareal R., author Sf Pocho. Referring to the effects of the
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"doctrine'", we might say, of the Chicano Movement on Chicano Literature,
he states: |

What resulted then is that an unwritten set of standards began
to take form. Codes for Chicano literature were explicit.

First and forenoét was the fact that we could never oritgoizo

ourselves as long as we followed this developing pattern;39

On a much broader scale there is education --the social ap-
propiation of discourse. Education is the instrument vhereby ;iory
individual cﬁn gain access to any kind of discourse. But we well know
that in its distribution, in what it permits and in what it prevents,
it follows the well-trodden battle lines of social conflict. Every

" eaducational system is a political means ofvmaintaining, or of modi~-
fying the appropiation of discourse, with the knowledge and powers that
it carries with it. Of course, these forms of control of discourse
-=the status given to individual speakers, fellowships of discourse, _
doctrinal groups and social appropiation-- are linked together, cons=

.titating a corporation that distributea speakers among the different
types of discourse and which apprépiatea those types of diséourae to
*certain class of individual speakers. What is an educational system
after all, if not the allocation of discourse to ﬁpecifio individual
speakers, if not the conafitution of a diffuse doctrinal group, if
not a diatributiop and appropiation of discourse with all its learning
and powers? Thus, the control of Chicago diacoﬁrso, the reason why

"the people do not know what it is that they must know in order to

survive," is to be\found,in its most fundamental form, in the educa-

tional process. And this is why, Chavez Ortiz' children and the vaat
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majority of Chicano children "have attended school for many years and

they know absolutely nothing." e

T

These are, then, the techniques, procedures and mechanisms by
which that corpofation of truth that we found to be an glgsive Chicano=-
logy, appropiatea.}organizéa. rearranges and distributes Chicano knowe
ledge to deflect its power. There are the methods by which the poli- =
tics of truth in Anglo America gerrymanders the poldtical territory
of Chicano diacourae and rendera it incapable of affecting public
policy: the people .don't know what it is that they must know because
Chicano discourae(gnd its inherent power)is either forbidden,outright,
considered insaﬁe or irrational, declared an un-truth, a falsehood, or
it is restricted by academic disciplines; furthermore, individuals who
articulato this discourse are restricted by gﬁe manipulation of the
status given to them, fellowships of discourse, doctrines or,more

generally, through education.

To reiterate the thrust of these discussions, what is being

‘propoaed here is an analysis of discour® that includes both erudite

knowledge and local memories in order to establish a historical know=-
ledge of struggles and to makp use of this knowlege tactically todaye.
Discursive analysis is not a return to a more careful or exact form of
sciencej this does not mean that it calls for a lyrical knowledge or

or the right of ignorance. What it rerlly does is to entertain the
claims to attention of local, discontinuous, diaqualified,,illasitimato
knowledge against the claims of a unitary body of theory which filters

and orders them in the name of true knowledge and aome politically
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motivafed idea of what constitutes science. The focus of this ana=-

|

lysis, then, is on the insurrection of knowledges that are opposed

‘primarily not to the contents, methods or concepts of science, but

to the effects of the centralizing powers that are linked to the insti-.

tution and functioning of an organized scientific discourse.

4

My plan ofustudy, then, is'to map Chicaﬁo discourse in terms
of 1)the specific discursive and non-discursive (i.e. institutional)
power relations’ which gave rise to it, 2)the status given to ind;ii-
dual speakers of Chicano discourse, 3)the concepts to which it refera,

and k)thertrategies that define its struggle with Chicanologye.
Inoterms of this struggle, it is very important to. note that the
dfticulation of the Chicano discourse/Chicanology opposition is pre-
sent;d yﬂ in terms of a dialectical relgtionahip only for thekqué
of clarity. It is not as if all Chicanos speak from within Chicano
discourse and all Anglos speak from within Chicanology. Power func-
tions in terms of manifold relationshiga that are determined by spe-
cific conditions. Thus, depending on the part}cﬁlar struggle under
investigation, we may find Chicanos makigg statements dict#ted by
Chicanological discourse and, conversely, we may tind Anglos obeying

the rules of Chicano discourse. It is precisaly‘fhe purpose of dis-

cursive analysis to reveal the specific, ever shifting relationships

‘0of power and its micro-mechanisms. Seoondly, I plan to focus my

invostigations on Chioano Studies discourse, in partionlar the micro—

mechanisms by which the discourse of Chicano scholars is appropiated
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and robbed of its

policy.

power in order to deflect its impaét on public

-~
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